tice
mmsporm- - : .

- Logal ‘N

THEALLINOIS, DECARTMENT
TION WILL BE "DLD NG ¢ -
‘A BUBLIC)

@Mm-muwnmm
" LLINOIS ROUTE 336

ton. The Draft

beiow. Anyons i
should aal in anw for nn lppolnlmanl

An-hnu and P-ym-ms ngmm wik be avallable at
the maetings. it is the palicy of the Departmant thet no
tamily or individual occupying a dweliing can be dis-
placed by a Department highway project unless and
vnth comparable replacement housing Is made aveil-
able to, or provided for, all thoss 1o be displaced by the
project.

Msating rooms are sccassible lo disabled persons.
Disabled persons needing special accommodalons
shoukd telephone or wiile the contact persan lislad
below 5 days belore |ha nndng to adviee har of their
panned should
cali {(308) 671-3450 !uraddnllonav m!urmalion All others
rmay.raceive more-nformation. by.contacling:

Annette C. Mills, Program Daveiopment Engineer
Division of Highways - District 4
401 Main Streel

Pearia, lllincis 81802-1111
Phane: (309} 671-3480
Fax: {309) 671-3409
Hinois Depariment
L 29 of Transportation

} ipact St wil
also be' available for mmw al the Dmﬂm offios Ksted
this

“mmw.mwwmmhmmmwwm
oot day ot OCEs 0. 1987 and the test publicution thereot
mmh_..—éwo(__——wkn.u;.«wuddmwm
Deen regiviarly pubished lwﬂhﬂdﬂlﬂﬂﬂiw‘whmﬁﬂwﬂwﬁﬂd

wotice as slorpsald.
M/X'
U / Publisher
Adveriising fes §... 72 00

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION 7L "Atourdane sxprassway study from:* CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION
‘ : ' cAmeaE TOMACOMS .
‘smrE OF RLNOIS !} “ A Puauc mrnnllmoNAl. uEmNa STATE OF ILLINOIS |
) * for ) 5.
. : Vo= . “THE MACOMB AREA STUDY - : :
COUNTY OF HANCOCK ) " \nvestigating bypassies around Mecormb on COUNTY OF HANCOCK }
WEDNESDAY, Novmasn 5, 1997
Oct. 3 - .97 - EDISON .wmon HIGH SCHOOL Corthage. Winots—..—. Ot 31 45 €7
) WWincs, s21 ngUm PEARL STREET IN MACOMB "
. Bil1 Ferguson - ot um e oum:::mm PML. - . Bill rerugson o hersby corlly tim ( am me
publisher of the COUNTY ~PULOT, & -mln ' publishet of the COUNTY ~PILOT, » a8 celined in
w1mwiwﬂmwm-wﬂ=mwr HANCDG(GOUNTYODOPE!ATN E’U,'ENS‘ON Act-Chapier 100, Section | and & Ikinois Revised Statuias, & public weskly secuter
prinied and putiehed ot " County, and of gewerel oir- CENTER < #7' ™ ’ printed ang pr » oo County, and of genars! cir.
cullion in said county, end thalthe ——y d and GSGN mEﬂN E. s culiion In saks coumy, snd thel e snnaxed nd notloy -
d In said ™ weakty lesves, snd In sach ¢ , d In said sper in waekly Issuse, Bnd in sach

and svery lssue thereot, ihe frst pubiication being In the rumber dsted and Lesved on
28 eyt OSts __ AD 1997 und the lest pubkcation tharst
POOTEY S —T ) AD. 18., sd thel sald newspeper has.
bewn reguterly pubilshed for ot lesat six monihs prior (o the Niret publication of sakd
notios se sforessid.

e, niv\m ng- /s Dish
-4l wns:nu“

iy - Puarls, Hinols Glm-“ﬂ
' Phone: (300) 671-3450
@ Fax: (309) 671-3400. .

) .~ Minols Department . .’
Ot 1,002 u"run-pnmuon




OPEN HOUSE

PUBLIC INFORMATIONAL MEETING

Macomb Area Bypass

Illinois Route 336 (FAP 315) and
U.S. Route 67 (FAP 310)
McDonough County, lllinois

Date: November 5 and 6,1997

Time: 5:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m,

llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Highways / District 4
401 Main Street
Peoria, llinois 61602-1111

‘elcome to the public informational
meeting on the Macomb Bypass
project

This publjc informational meeting is being held
so that the linois Department of Transporta-
tion can present information about the
Macomb Bypass project, and hear your
questions and comments. The exhibits present
possible alignments for a four-lane divided
highway around Macomb.

his meeting is conducted in an open

house format. Please review the exhibits,
they will give you important information
about the project.

The exhibits on aerial photographs show
possible alignments for the project.

The exhibits present preliminary alignments
considered for a bypass around Macomb and
the preliminary findings and recommendations
of the planning process. The alternatives being
studied are a “No Action” alternative and
several “build” alternatives,

‘e want to hear from you. Please feel
free to ask questions and express your

opinions.

Because your input is important, there are
several ways you may comment on the project.

¢ Illinois Departrhent of Transportation
personnel are present to answer your
questions and receive your comments.

» A court reporter is also present to record
your comments.

e On the last page of this brochure is a
comment form, with a postage-paid
envelope attached. Record your comments
and mail them back to us.

¢ You may send additional comments to us at:

Mllinois Department of Transportation
Division of Highways, District 4

D.E. Risinger, District Engineer

401 Main Street

Peoria, lllinois 61602-1111

Written comments received by November 17,
1997 will be included in the official record of
the informational meeting.

hank you for attending this
informational meeting and for your
interest in the project.




A/

Need for Improvement

@ Better regional connections - The project is
part of a group of projects that will provide
better highways to connect cities in western
and central Illincis. The projects will complete
an expressway system that will link Quincy,
Macomb, Monmouth, Galesburg, St. Louis,
and Springfield. The Macomb Area Bypass
would link proposed four-lane highways on
IL 336 (FAP 315) and US 67 (FAP 310) while
permitting traffic to bypass the center of
Macomb.

® Better local travel - The Macomb Area Bypass

project will improve travel efficiency and
safety. The project will improve travel times
for travel around Macomb in several ways.
The four-lane highway will provide more
capacity, and reduce traffic delays. Grade-
separations at selected crossroads and railroad
crossings will eliminate delays, and will
reduce the potential for accidents at these
locations.

@ Employment - The project will help the area
retain employment by improving access to
and through Hancock and McDonough
Counties and connecting the area to a better
regional highway network.

Project Description

The Illinois Department of Transportation has
conducted a study of travel patterns around
Macomb to determine potential bypass locations,
Alternative approaches to the project have been
developed, including a "No-Action Alternative"
and several alternatives that would result in
construction of a new roadway. The "No-Action
Alternative" consists of retaining the current
alignments of US 67 and US 136 through Macomb
and maintaining the existing roadways.

Macomb bypass alternates include a combination
of alignments in the northwest and northeast
corridor or the south and northeast corridor.
Several alignments within the study corridors
were studied to assess general environmental and
engineering aspects after which the less desirable
alignments were tentatively dropped. The -
location of alignments studied and recommended
preliminary alignments to study further are -

" showri on the Preliminary Alignments Map. The
preliminary alignments recommended for future -
study are subject to revision within the indicated -

future study area shown.

BB Northwest Bypass Corridor

¥ South Bypass Corridor

1 Northeast Bypass Corridor

@] L 336 Study Alignmant Alternates
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Project Location

The project involves a study corridor extending
approximately 4.8 kilometers (3 miles) in each
direction from the center of Macomb. As
shown on the Corridor Location Map, the study
encompasses three study corridors: northwest,
northeast, and south. Build alternates for a
bypass include a combination of the northwest

with the northeast corridor or the south with
the northeast corridor. The proposed project
would be constructed as a four-lane divided
highway around the selected portions of
Macomb with interchanges at state routes and
major intersecting roads.
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Relocation

The Illinois Department of Transportation,
under provisions of the Federal Uniform
Relocation Assistance and Real Property
Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 and Sections 3-
107 and 4-511 of Chapter 121 ([llinois Highway
Code) of the Illinois Revised Statutes, will
provide relocation assistance to all eligible .
relocated persons on a highway project.

If you are required to move as a result of a
highway construction project, whether as an

I>owner or tenant, you will be eligible for

(n moving assistance, supplemental replacement

(O housing payments, and reimbursement for

certain expenses incurred in purchasing
replacement housing.

1t is the policy of the State of Illinois to
guarantee that displaced persons receive fair
and equitable treatment, and do not experience
potential hardships as a result of a highway
project design for the benefit of the public.

Any person, family, business, or farm
displaced by a highway project shall be offered
relocation assistance services for locating
suitable replacement property. Relocation
payments and advisory assistance are offered
in addition to the State's payment for real

property.

Relocation assistance agents with the
Department of Transportation are available
tonight and at our offices to answer your
questons.

IDOT will review and evaluate the public input
received at the hearing, and will respond to
comuments received.

In the coming months, more detailed analysis
will be performed for the alternatives. The
analysis will consider factors including costs,
potential impacts, engineering feasibility, and
the relative merits of each alternative.

A Location Design Reportand an
Environmental Impact Statement will be
prepared to document the analysis.

A preferred approach for the improvement will
be presented at the next public hearing.

We want your comments on the proposed Macomb Bypass project

We encourage you to make your views a part of the official record, The
Illinois Department of Transportation is providing the attached postage-
paid envelope and this page for you to send us your comments on the
proposed project. Written comments received within ten days after this
meeting will be included in the official record and will receive equal

consideration along with the statements received at this meeting. Space is
provided on this page for you to provide comments.

My comments are:-

Please print:

Name

Address

City Zip Code
PhoneNo. ()

Illinois Department of Transportation
Division of Highways/District 4

D.E. Risinger, District Engineer

401 Main Street

Peoria, linois 61602-1111

(309) 671-3333




Lmd Acquisition Comment Sheet

If any portion of your property is being acquired as a result of this project, we encourage you to comment on
this sheet. Please provide your name, address, and phone number below along with any comments.

My comments are:

09-v

Please print:

Name : Owner [ Tenant O
Address

City ZipCode
HomePhone ()} = WorkPhope L )

e



Macomb Bypass Informational Meeting

peaceful areas and resale value on his property.
"Td rather the project go right through my livingroom than [near miss}".

) Public Comment Summary
Meetings : November 5, 1997, in M: b, and N ber 6, 1997, in Casthag _
Stated General
Preference ' |Response]
o . - o
2 Address (shown if stated, locations ol
E Name in [] are assumed by staff) . Summary of Comments . § % -.:_;.
el fela |2
Four (4) communt sheets from Comment Box -
M—
FavmsNWBypastoservethmmhlraﬁcbeﬂmandfwamln o
1|Marshall, Sue RR 2 Coichester 62326 Industrial Park and WIU.  Wants use of “low impact sodium lights™ at | + X
inlerchanges
Gardner, Hal (Siema No development of NW-1 — cunahsr.amuatoplunspems(qmum
2 L - L {Box 418 BrimfleM, IL 81517 Y. F S-1 and S-2 for . - + X
SlTlasw‘smf 11255 N 850th Rd Macomb 61455 [“Vehemently against” the South Bypass due to impaci to his property. - X
Favors NW Bypass for access to WIU.  Wants lighting of
4|Chambertain, Richard |9700 E 750 Coichester 62326 interchanges to be "minimum® and nonreﬂedinghlhemgh!skyor +
dium lights”
|Sixteen (16) oral statements to court reparter during the November 5, 1397 rueeting in Macomb
5[Han, Richard |Scuth Johnson Rd Macomb ~ [Curious about any widening on Jobnson Rd
GICovson,Jom ﬁavnlss-1 and S-2. Feels R has less environmental Impact +
mwwmmm«mm Can't see
7"’"”‘"““"’" slnce US 136 widened in town. “lofix x
]’ MlanBuIld. Tie expressway into existing 4-Jane roads through
8{Henry, Bob Macomb Macomb. if bulld, then favors South as "least disturbed” NEIE]
Favors South Bypass, less impacts on owners, residences &
8{Franks, Ed nds; fess traffic noise impact. NW alignments are close to - +
exdsting subdivisions.
Disikes NW-1 due to environmental impacts. Favors South and NE
10fHenry, Afice |Macomb sincs it is closer tn the businesses and Industriat park. MM
Opposes NW.-4 bypass due to woodland and residential impacts.
11|Palm-Gessner, Cathy quSmnhbypasslhammdimmu:Mehosmaland - +
R-m:m,mwg_m
Opposes NW - I imf and proximate ta many
12[{Gessner, Robert residences, andmhnmnoise, Favors South bypass as it is - +
closer 10 the hospital, and industrial d
There ane too many existing at-grade RR crossings. Be sure they are
13{Standard, Bit lgmade ted.
£1100 SAM X1 O Caawnnry Misonh Hysiom Cimumanie . Page 10f 6 1>namy
Macomb Bypass informational Meeting
Public Comment Summary
Meetings : Novemnber 5, 1997, in Macomb, and November 6, 1997, mcanh:go
- Stated . Generad
] o -
k- Address (shown if stated, locations PR
3 Name in [ ] are assumed by staff) - 3""""""‘“"""'""- 3 % ?-
. N z v 'ia 2lal=z
14|Ovitt, Margaret Prefers South bypass versus North bypass -1+ X
Carncemed over the loss of prime fammland to development. States
there is an unimarked cemetery close to "one of the three
15/Chenoweth, Sharon bypasses [by] the Parkins fheirs”, and a tombstone in the woods near
McEntire or across from Howaed Setile's house.
16[Covey, Frank |:ja G.ml:dvm';hwamnbcm &m&lm'lbs.‘ especially for deer for NW-1
il Prefers South bypass — feels R has [easl impadis 1o people and
17{Howe, Tim Macomb ife. i aiso provides “quicker” access to the hospital and industrial + X
Wants to see roadside areas landscaped.
R Favors South bypass - uses farmiand rather than rougher terran on
18E|mmnnham. Cathy north. C d about road closures with the narth byp M x
. JCurrently Kves at the end of a dead-end road (not identified] “on the
19]Axdey, Steve edge of a comidor”. Has concems for children's safety and loss of - X

ZDlThompson. Harold

Owns the Evelyn McGann 1and [as shown on exhibi]. Opposed 1o
11068 N 950th Rd {Macomb) lSWMbypasslGreenune]ashmuldmwmsslomge buildings and

house under construction. _
Three (3) oral statements to court reporter during the N her §, 1997 9 In Carthage
21{Ha Geri wmw Minga and Richart on their assistance to help him
yer, Geri junderstand the project.
[ Opposes all NW bypass afignments. Favors South bypass due to less R
22|Hensy, Bob. Macomb . ; tal impact. Need 1o mitigate “fragmemation”. il
| ] ‘Rﬁlated opposnion 1o alt NW bypass alignments due o high !
23|Henry, Alice Macomb env " igave on 11/5/97 aswell] _ IM- M M+
Twenty-eight (23) written statements received by IDOT District 4 from 11/7/97 to 12/42/97
Favors South Bypass over NW due to less woodland and noise
. impacts. Stated that exhibit didn't show Stratford West Condos along 1
24|Franks, Edwin 8495 N 1250th Rd Colchesler  lagap near 12300N; and Fiint Hills on GH 14 ~1/2 mile west of N2 | M+
cofridor. .

COM-SUM.XLS Summary Macomb Bypaas Comment:
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Macomb Bypass Informational Meeting
Public Comment Summary

Meetings : November 5, 1997, in Macomb, and November 6, 1997, in Carthage

28|Gessner, Robert V. 41 Flag Rd. Macomb

be planned to complnmenl if. Also S bypass provides better access to

Stated General
Preference *|Response]
af- . . ©
F Address (shown if stated, locations 12
i~ Name in [} are assumed by staff) Summary of Comments % % B
L4 2w 2l ol ®
zlzlol=zlo | 2
Very opposed to S-1 and S-2; would ruin their "quiet property” (Also
1248 M
25{Axley, Stephen 2480 N 950th Rd Macomb made oral statement on 11/5/97 in M b} l
26{Mason, Date & Wilma {9700 E 1300th St. Macomb Complimented staff on ens!vers to 1he|r quesuons about Bypass Study
during the 11/5/97 g in
Favors South Bypass as it will serve WiU (W Jackson S1. connection)
27]Collins, Edward M. 1301 Stacy lane Macomb and industrial park better. Feels NW bypass undesirable: - +
A impacts
Opp NW bypass - impacts on wildlife & subdivisions. Prefers S
bypass - less impact to wildlife & subdivision. Growth for S bypass can M- e

pital, , & Iarge f
Opp NWb - to envi subdivisions, possibly
Palm-Gessner, more public relations and polmcal problems Preters S bypass - aliows
. 4 A
2 Catherine A. 1Flag Ra Mawmb for more orderly develoy serves haspital, and large retail MM (M
better )
L Op NW by Favors S bypass, 5-1 or S-2 "with connectionto | - |
30|Hassan, M H. 12705 E 900th Sireet, NE—Z & NE-1 &2, +]+
Opposes S and NE bypass. Feets it would add extra miles for traffic
31}Diehl, Virginia 10065 E 1200th St Macomb from west of Macomb continuing {0 points north of Macomb, and vice- -f-
versa.
Was unable to attend meetings. He requested copies of the handouts
32{Robb, Walker 17 Grandview Dr. Macomb and aerial exhibit. 1DOT responded on 11/18 by mailing copies of the
hand and offering to let Mr. Robb view the exhibits at District 4.
Favors NW bypass, especially for traffic going from north {0 west, &
wce-versa Thinks that if S bypass is buill men west to north fraffic 1:1.
33|Early, Cathy 10065 E 1?00"\ St Macomb will use J St. g ) ¥ req a widening, etc. +
on Johnson St.
Opposes NW byp ly since one ali severs his
. property. Also feels that me NW bypass doesn’t connect o US 67 and |
34[Bricker, Ronald C. 11240 Emory Road Macomb US 136 in the most "practical place®. Favors S to NE bypass, thinksit | ~| *]* X
will cost less due 10 less rugged terrain.
COIM B 515 Vamieinsy Mocava 1o 1 tatsmants Pagodof 8 e
Macomb Bypass Informational Meeting
Public Comment Summary .
Meetings : N ber 5, 1997, in M , and N 6, 1997, in Carthage
Stated General
. 1
o B o
g Add: {<h. if stated, 7 12
= Name in {) are assumed by Staff) Summary of Comments % % -g
= 2w S|
zl2lgi2la | =
Questions spending funds on new roads, wﬁen the State canmot
35|Henry, Alice 24 Grandview Dr Macomb {maintain exdsting anes. If new is di d Y, then [M-IM M+
NW bypass - has greatest envi tal | :
- Opposes NW bypass, Favors S bypass. States he dldl'l'( see
36|Henry, Bob 24 Grandview Dr Macomb discussion of “no action® alt. Shoukd mitigate ecosystem and wildlife iM- M (M+
Lig, “tunnels® and "compatible roadsides”. .
Hermann, George W. 2001 : Thinks NW-1 just misses their property and would decrease their _
37 & Mary - 126858 Street Macomb property value, and interfere with their view of the LaMoine river *
Favors South bypass for most "efficient” access to US 67 south and
US 136 east, and close access to the industrial park.
Opposes "N bypass as it will affect "more residences, farmland,
38|Morey, Robert 51 Flag Rd. Macomb woodiand and wildiife. Favors S bypass - feels it less disruptive and | - +
closer to the hospital.
: Favors S bypass - will aliow better access to the major businesses on R
3gjLindahl, Tim 0 Flit Road Macomb *\M east edge of Macomb. Points out the subdivisions and woodtand in| - +
the NW quadrant.
'Watker, Dana [VP of
Environmentaily : . "
" ECC supporis the "No Action” altemative. They recognize the need for]
40]Concemed Citizens of [800 S Randoiph St. Macomb N p X X
the Macomb Area 1 ph improvements to the “highway between Macomb and Colchester”.
41]Wade, David 220 W Frankiin Mt th 61462 pporis the NE bypass, but has " " about the NW byp + X
Zoerink, Dean A. Supports "northerly” alignment - better access to WiU & airport, better | : |-
42 [Smﬂand.Glen Macoemb to M h & Gal g via US 67 north. Opposes S + -
u Assn.] |bypass -
43 Cummmgs Thomas G. Macamb Opposes S bypass - disturhbs Hom Lodge (field campus of Wil: NW el
and Linda S. 1/4 NE 1/4 Sec 13 T5N R3W ) and wildlife living there. .
The bypass would go "through...or close to [their] house”. Most
Jimpoitant is that it would go past the Jr./Sr/ High, and MacArthur
|School. Favors a “route north of M b"
44|witliams, Carolyn 9450 E 1200th St Macemb favors "N" bypass as it would serve WIU bener 1 S bypass is chosen -
..do me the favor of taking all of my property.”
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